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C&D, 1441 L Street NW., Washington,
DC 20230.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: J.
Steven Landefeld, Director, Bureau of
Economic Analysis, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: 202–606–9600
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: This meeting is
open to the public. Because of security
procedures, anyone planning to attend
the meeting must contact Colleen Ryan
of BEA at 202–606–9603 in advance.
The meeting is physically accessible to
people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
Colleen Ryan at 202–606–9603.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Committee was established on
September 2, 1999, to advise the Bureau
of Economic Analysis (BEA) on matters
related to the development and
improvement of BEA’s national,
regional, and international economic
accounts. This will be the Committee’s
third meeting.

Dated: March 12, 2001.
J. Steven Landefeld,
Director, Bureau of Economic Analysis.
[FR Doc. 01–6661 Filed 3–16–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–484–801]

Electrolytic Manganese Dioxide From
Greece: Final Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review.

SUMMARY: On January 10, 2001, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of administrative
review of the antidumping duty order
on electrolytic manganese dioxide from
Greece. The review covers one
producer/exporter, Tosoh Hellas, during
the period of review April 1, 1999,
through December 31, 1999.

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results. We did not receive
any comments. The review indicates the
existence of no dumping margins for
Tosoh Hellas during this period.
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 19, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Hermes Pinilla or Richard Rimlinger,

Office of AD/CVD Enforcement 3,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230;
telephone: (202) 482–3477 or (202) 482–
4477, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Applicable Statute and Regulations
Unless otherwise indicated, all

citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Act) are references to the
provisions effective January 1, 1995, the
effective date of the amendments made
to the Act, by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (URAA). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department of Commerce’s (the
Department’s) regulations are to 19 CFR
Part 351 (2000).

Background
On January 10, 2001, the Department

published in the Federal Register the
preliminary results of the administrative
review of the antidumping duty order
on electrolytic manganese dioxide
(EMD) from Greece. See Preliminary
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review: Electrolytic
Manganese Dioxide from Greece, 66 FR
1950 (January 10, 2001) (Preliminary
Results).

Scope of Review
Imports covered by this review are

shipments of EMD from Greece. EMD is
manganese dioxide (MnO2) that has
been refined in an electrolysis process.
The subject merchandise is an
intermediate product used in the
production of dry-cell batteries. EMD is
sold in three physical forms (powder,
chip, or plate) and two grades (alkaline
and zinc chloride). EMD in all three
forms and both grades is included in the
scope of the order. This merchandise is
currently classifiable under item
number 2820.10.0000 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS). The HTSUS
number is provided for convenience and
customs purposes. It is not
determinative of the products subject to
the order. The written product
description remains dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received
We received no comments from

interested parties as a result of our
preliminary results of review.

Sunset Revocation
On April 20, 2000, the International

Trade Commission (ITC), pursuant to
section 751(c) of the Act, determined
that revocation of the antidumping duty
order on EMD from Greece would not be
likely to lead to continuation or

recurrence of material injury within a
reasonably foreseeable time. Therefore,
because the order was revoked on May
31, 2000, as a result of the ITC’s
determination with an effective date of
January 1, 2000, no deposit
requirements are effective for shipments
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after January 1,
2000.

Final Results of Review
We have determined that a weighted-

average margin of zero percent exists for
Tosoh for the period April 1, 1999,
through December 31, 1999. The
Department will issue appraisement
instructions directly to the Customs
Service.

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective order (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305. Timely
notification of return/destruction of
APO materials or conversion to judicial
protective order is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and the terms of an APO is a
sanctionable violation.

We are issuing and publishing this
determination in accordance with
sections 751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the
Act.

Dated: March 12, 2001.
Timothy J. Hauser,
Acting Under Secretary for International
Trade.
[FR Doc. 01–6757 Filed 3–16–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–557–805]

Extruded Rubber Thread From
Malaysia: Notice of Extension of Time
Limits for Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
is extending the time limits of the
preliminary results of the antidumping
duty administrative review on extruded
rubber thread from Malaysia. The
review covers three producers/exporters
of the subject merchandise to the United
States. The period of review is October
1, 1999, through September 30, 2000.
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 19, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Irina
Itkin at (202) 482–0656, Office of AD/
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CVD Enforcement, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Because it
is not practicable to complete this
administrative review within the time
limits mandated by section 751(a)(3)(A)
of Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act), as
amended by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act, the Department is
extending the time limit for completion
of the preliminary results. In this
review, the respondents will not have
their audited financial statements ready
until after the scheduled date for the
preliminary results. Because the
Department intends to incorporate the
auditors’ adjustments into its
calculations, we have extended the
deadline until October 31, 2001.

This extension is in accordance with
section 751(a)(3)(A) of the Act (19
U.S.C. 1675(a)(3)(A)) and 19 CFR
351.213(h)(2).

Dated: March 12, 2001.
Richard W. Moreland,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 01–6758 Filed 3–16–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–570–866]

Initiation of Antidumping Duty
Investigation: Certain Folding Gift
Boxes From the People’s Republic of
China

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 19, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Schauer or Richard Rimlinger,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482–0410 or (202) 482–4477,
respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Applicable Statute and Regulations
Unless otherwise indicated, all

citations to the statute are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act)
by the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(URAA). In addition, unless otherwise
indicated, all citations to the

Department of Commerce’s (the
Department’s) regulations are to the
provisions codified at 19 CFR Part 351
(2000).

The Petition
On February 20, 2001, the Department

received a petition on imports of certain
folding gift boxes from the People’s
Republic of China (PRC) filed in proper
form by Harvard Folding Box Company,
Inc., and Field Container Company,
L.P., hereinafter referred to as ‘‘the
petitioners.’’ On February 26, 2001, the
Department requested clarification of
certain areas of the petition and
received responses on March 1, 2001,
and March 5, 2001.

In accordance with section 732(b) of
the Act, the petitioners allege that
imports of certain folding gift boxes
from the PRC are being, or are likely to
be, sold in the United States at less than
fair value within the meaning of section
731 of the Act and that such imports are
materially injuring and threaten to
injure an industry in the United States.

The Department finds that the
petitioners filed this petition on behalf
of the domestic industry because they
are interested parties as defined in
section 771(9)(C) and (D) of the Act and
they have demonstrated sufficient
industry support with respect to the
antidumping duty investigation they are
requesting the Department to initiate
(see ‘‘Determination of Industry Support
for the Petition’’ below).

Scope of the Petition
The merchandise subject to this

petition is certain folding gift boxes.
Folding gift boxes are a type of folding
or knock-down carton manufactured
from paper or paperboard. Folding gift
boxes are produced from a variety of
recycled and virgin paper or paperboard
materials, including, but not limited to,
clay-coated paper or paperboard and
kraft (bleached or unbleached) paper or
paperboard. The scope of the petition
excludes gift boxes manufactured from
paper or paperboard of a thickness of
more than 0.8 millimeters, corrugated
paperboard, or paper mache.

Folding gift boxes are typically
decorated with a holiday motif using
various processes, including printing,
embossing, debossing, and foil
stamping, but may also be plain white
or printed with a single color. The
subject merchandise includes folding
gift boxes, with or without handles,
whether finished or unfinished, and
whether in one-piece or multi-piece
configuration. One-piece gift boxes are
die-cut or otherwise formed so that the
top, bottom, and sides form a single,
contiguous unit. Two-piece gift boxes

are those with a folded bottom and a
folded top as separate pieces. Folding
gift boxes are generally packaged in
shrink-wrap, cellophane, or other
packaging materials, in single or multi-
box packs for sale to the retail customer.
The scope of the petition excludes
folding cartons that have a retailer’s
name, logo, trademark or similar
company information printed
prominently on the folding carton’s top
exterior (such folding cartons may be
known as ‘‘not-for-resale’’ gift boxes or
‘‘give-away’’ gift boxes and may be
provided by department and specialty
stores at no charge to their retail
customers). Imports of the subject
merchandise are classified under U.S.
Harmonized Tariff Schedule
subheadings 4819.20.00.40 and
4819.50.40.60. These subheadings also
cover products that are outside the
scope of this petition. Furthermore,
although the HTSUS subheadings are
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, our written description of the
scope of this investigation is dispositive.

During our review of the petition, we
discussed the scope with the petitioners
to ensure that it accurately reflects the
product for which the domestic industry
is seeking relief. Moreover, as discussed
in the preamble to the Department’s
regulations (62 FR 27296, 27323), we are
setting aside a period for interested
parties to raise issues regarding product
coverage. The Department encourages
all interested parties to submit such
comments within 20 calendar days of
publication of this notice. Comments
should be addressed to Import
Administration’s Central Records Unit
at Room 1870, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230.
The period of scope consultations is
intended to provide the Department
with ample opportunity to consider all
comments and consult with interested
parties prior to the issuance of the
preliminary determination.

Period of Investigation
Section 351.204(b) of the

Department’s regulations states that, in
the case of a nonmarket-economy (NME)
country, in an investigation, the
Department normally will examine
merchandise sold during the two most
recently completed fiscal quarters as of
the month preceding the month in
which the petition was filed. The
regulations further state that the
Department may examine merchandise
sold during any additional or alternate
period it concludes is appropriate.

Following the above-noted guidelines
from section 351.204(b) of the
Department’s regulations, the two most
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